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SUBJECT. SHERIFF PRISONER MAINTENANCE COST RECOVERY

On May 2, 2008, your Board directed the Auditor-Controller, in conjunction with the
Chiaf Administrative Officer and Sheriff's Department, to provide an analysis of the daily
reirmbursement rate for State prisoners. We were also directed to create a plan for full
reimbursement of the actual cost of housing State prisoners.

The following provides a comparison of the State's daily reimbursement rate with the
County's estimated cost for the upcoming fiscal year aéi}{éﬁ 07y

County Sheriff Costs
Diract
Overhead

Total

Sisle Heimbursement Rals

County Shenff direct costs consist of salariss, employee benefils, services and supplies,
and transportation. The overhead costs are altributable to Department and Countywide
overhead.

To determine %"; astimated annual County costs and State reimbursement amounts, we

have workad with the Sherif and estimate that the County will provide services for
approximately 455,000 “prisoner days” this fiscal year. If this service level is also

To Enrich Lives Throusgh Effective and Caring Service”



ualized County cosis and State reimbursement

County Shenff Costs:
Diract 26,443 050
verhaad 8549450

Siate Rembursement Amount

Alth z;s:;fh the State's {“w rate does not fully reimburse the County's estimated daily

‘ accapted cost princip é@‘::e, it is projected o exceed the County's
& 007 in the current fiscal year and recent years, the County
fy ﬁﬁ:ﬁv’?ﬁ?{%{? dirgct costs and at lsast & gﬁ{}ﬁ on of the overhead cosis. mzimmgw
Vé&?%’}; should be pursued when it is feasible, we believe that the contract
to the County because i does recover a pordion of the County
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o fully reimbursed, the County would need 1o seek legislative action fo allow for

reimbursement of counties’ costs greater than that of the State. The current

gﬂ@?zi@{%&%{@; used i:zz,f the State is based on Penal Code Section 2910 f{“’? No

agreement may be entered into under this section unless the cost per inmate in the

ity s‘s; f;@ gfm%w than the average costs of keeping an inmate in a ijm;@mz; &
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tity of the (State) department, as determined by the director (of Corrections).”
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se let me know if you have any questions or your staff may contact John Naimo at




